We would like to thank Dr. Crouse for taking sufficient interest in our paper so as to correctly and independently detect the typographical error in the initial (un-numbered) equation of Holmes and Featherstone (2002) . We also thank him for agreeing to incorporate our own additional corrections into his comment, these being the superfluous modulus symbols that encompass many of the Legendre terms. Our records show these symbols are an unexpected contribution during the typesetting process. We were surprised to see these modulus symbols in the published manuscript, and are now pleased to see them finally identified and dealt with.
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Importantly, we note that Dr. Crouse's comment makes no mention as to whether the original and incorrectly printed equation was used to generate the results in Section 3 of Holmes and Featherstone (2002) . If so, this would invalidate all the results and conclusions of our paper, so we are puzzled as to why this issue has been ignored in this comment. Of course, verifying the computations in Section 3 requires substantially more effort than simply identifying typographical errors, especially since the majority were identified and provided by us. We hereby confirm that the correct equations were used in all computations leading towards the results and conclusions of Holmes and Featherstone (2002) .
